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2 . m iretct ritsrriM gw Tirrim ret & ‘_"3vr‘ we ,(m4) % r ;cit^TCfE 

4o cpmrit n^?r (-* 

TYtri % _#jf ,.3frf R^T eft $ff wfcWR Wt $ <JW!cT 2 «f fc)E!ril #?■ 

HTOFT WxIlA vrPNt'M friNffol, Ewf%T fetWT $ 1 *’ \. , "* - ' ? ' " 

3. rifermrit 4 Tet^sT ©EE <? ©> epf 1 999 4 <Rf 4? EH 4 mfm 4 $ "cfat'' SI^Ef 4> ©R <ftg 

1 JSRF JRpE fritftfrfF ©&E W 2-Tf ; 3fft, "c^TT" WET efi ©PJ 5|af ©RTET EcH dTeHTrit R 

cTPJ <R cRJcT cf?r?5T 2ITI 5 HRrirT 2000 4 cTPJ tfSTtfaeT ERT $> EH 4 TriHfcTfSsH fijRTET ERR 

PwfRel ©R R 1 ? : 


(I) crfto RHEHf ©H 3.50 W TTfeT iflfcTR# lift ©H 2RHT feH TIT <J>$ EH 

(II) ReWRff feEt 0.1 5 ,WfM WcR Jlfd dttllEct irfrT ©H $mT ffrj 
EFT efiri* RTR 

4.1 rifariritrit 4 Rft>ER ©mi | ©i §e wittH $ 4 ft 1 thrift dririi hcwt-tI' 4 ”3zr we! <4 eh© 

ri iiwi 360 afriVTd sfR feRt# 'TTc-raFriYi "c^T" WET <f> EFT© 4 325 EfriWT <ft t Rtftl 

wirir tjricirir ritfi^r 4 ?nf% Erit £i m-' ritWrriiriT 4 anr wrm or ggntr few 1 1 

4.2 elsrl <SfR "M SRI writ gw "RJef efri RT T^t ?rif R fWR HRt ^ SIR "eftT sHR) 

Tri cr 4 spjfricr <jfe rii pit 4 eRft ( ^Tia i frie r) TiTri rii r^rr Ttefriftrit ri erh 4 *r4 ^rtO 4 
friwfrirftw TRTt^PT wri cPT EWTeT frimT t . 

'f* ‘i i ’ 


c^n grrri tipt oat ferrar 

d<fl4 'JlcWH 


fririVft RcTOR 


(cfj) TfFT 4 friRft tff slat CPT 
aifritirw 


800/- 7Pi<r jrfer sf.rt 
jrfet fe'T ararejT f<M ri 
T rif fll'R 


20 t?rr Trier 

ilTRT I(1ri .triT 4RRT 
[Rt n> i 9>)i ’Jim 


OR0 eriR RTeT (T^tE ^TRO 250/- RFTT HfeT WR1 

jpqcn triRtr rit «wS ririn nfri fw .iwrit tit 
RT -SlPTRRR r ri^ 


6 srriftTri k?1cr pfri 
ww nfri ftr ara<}T 
5 Rt tit ^ 'Em 


5.1 #riRriri TIT T? TTRlTd trif'ifE W4 iratfFT3ff/^?R WETTriT 4 > Etritrilri trinwf Ri EfWffrTcl f'^ET 

■m m i wri >itri frimfflirit tit er frimfet%d ri - 




.0) HFTCfFf IRJRfj J-llfepVui gRT PpHlfaq PR 5 PFH4 1909 4 Vffll4t 4ltfR41 PlRTlTTi 
JRJctF. 4 fcT7 WTPJf HP (4^171 TTfH $ 3fl7 THI Pc41 Plf g[R\4l AfDfsYcl 
Ri4 4l 

(li) $7H annfr 77 ^7T 57 TRpRf PI 41^ 4lf4RI iRHT PRR “f41 g | nfd 'jH-M R4l 
q< *i p 4 t^r/uPTfap phiI 4 cj>tjj 44r wj 94) 4 i apTfa. ^Rei pt 47 ppm ph 
4 cf*t '•ff 7 T TT HT3Tf 4t PcRJH 4l pgtH 5R-RT1 4l W1H 4 RsTT PR I 
(lii) 4?T 5p4 4 IcR R^i^al 57 4 PR|R7pp Mfri'Wrf «r44t I RTT7R Rplp 4 feR pt-Rfi 7) 
srfcpp fattc} 25 <m) 4 "em" TO I pf rfcH PcRn-Ti 4 7T7H *tft 4 4 ij<fa4l PMR 

TR IcfpR 1471 'PI 7T4PT 4i -4l7, $M>1 4^4 dPT cTcTlPlfH 4) 71RT qppT PT-il pma 9Vt 
% I 

■! f v) 44TH 57> 4 PH 4 14711 4t pf^rTtlH 41 PH77HHT 41 

PTT<fiil Pl&IWtfl f^PP 


(I) PH fa R 7R4 h 4 7TRT PTF 4) 4tp? 54 4 PH 4 H7TTCH 77 14STR ?JRPT SR7T Plc4t f | 

(II) tfWltfM fTRT '4?T" ir 4 4 fcR «pj 147TPT cR pIpR PR 1 984 4 ffalftci 41 pj aff, 
417, ?P 54 4 5 ppcr4 1999 aP f^TPcp 1 5 cptf 4 4)4 44 rH P#l 147JT W SJT pqf4 
WITH PlPf PcRTHf 4 f^7 P>j ftRMT IRTT7 PR 7t4tf4cf 14? HJ ^| 

(ili) "4?T" «TP4 4 feR ^facil *P-f fc&TTOT RPR RPcT PcRTFlY % fcR 57 77 fttftltp 

IRJRP TR RHlfTcT SIT, f^RRT 7TFTR7 f-RTpt PeRTH TRTTcTPT p) 4R‘f PPTf 4> TTHIPHI 4> 

f^.aRjfen rip f4cp siti 4ter4M 4 3H "^tt” sip4 4t 4r RIrr^I 

3RJRP R7 t^RR IcHJT t f^RRl f44?T '4T4 7R4 SfRT PcRJT-4 cftftp PcTPHT A> '4fa 

PHHdl PTR4tl 

(iv) 7ftaM4t 4 Med 41 ''4?r P77 ptrtrti pI hHIp <41 prgi pjjh) pt pp4 PdR4 77 
cRJR Cf4 Ofl4 cTTcfl HT7 4p 7rf?T TRJR p cb7‘4' Rpl^d 4f 411 

qfrrflp t44r HR (7477R7) 

4 4o -■fffH’HR'f rps ph41 4444p srt ^IPoph ffon4 pi irIci. phtIp e i 
5.2 PRcItq 4 i7T’Rtt41 tto (ptIwrR) >4r pr41r priptt 41 f4 T H 4 jith feaif441 4 'jmw 4 
74414141 tPHtRfecT cfffiH HTcTT 4 

(i) 4?r TOt <41 ^cHl PFTP 4 p 41 41 PT THxfl, PUlfch 4 t44 t4TR7f4"P HH8IP TfPH 
(-3RJPHR: 206 'o 4:PR4D g fppf PETP 4 PdRT PHT 4 I ^ ”471" pp4 <4t cjeTPT 
■4 ?tp1 4 tttp Pcff 41 pi wstft 41 7 ?414\ r PiipPRR pi p? uim 14 -4?r sip7 v ! 4> 
fp^ f^TjpTcft 57 4 p-rnmiH nfdw4 444" t41pr p 41 feTTT pt thht i 

(ii) PT7417T PHP7T41 f4HT PI _7Jf tRT 14 PeRT PHPH 77 14414T '4?1'' PP4 4 
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fcP( ?f) TOi ffctfi A WHH1 TOF/t TOcT-TO? ’WI-TOPf TO ftp? F(TO .-CTO) M 

nTOTOPf TOi TOjfTOT IRTc-’T OPT fTOTO -Mr", TOTOP t t I 

(Hi) qs TtrRi @mr fa, Mrfi top w Ft nfci^rert tot ifafiffacT tom i fIc ;-nfd^ to) fac-TOtTO 

TOTOt to fcR TO A TOfa eft TOltft t eft 5MFT TOfa wrofrT TOft gt TOP ctt I 


s.i totoY A i i to 2000 fat Mtterrfaft A mto wgu ^jrorfa git Tit sfti 5^ tojto fa 

7?IMFT PlHlcrf^O TOFfaS faM Tfpj %t ■ 

fat#H to ^rm 


O'! "<ft?T" totoY fa fcpj v,‘-' r ^ «)»-} IfaTiTO TOrf&RT @ i antt faTO fat? mtoto ^ vtc^-j 

TO^t t l toto cftfror A fa picKt gjgwNf fa faro ffaifffar tot fat otmt iA § i 

(ii) gf$ F*r 'i@Hl fat stf mm ^t-trY f toY «ftot fa fa? to -#tto #ft: 

(ill) 'TONcftM TT^fer faclMfa»tt 7FET eTRT FfafafaH TITfarf clfaTOnvT TOfft £! 

w^itu Tfffa AffirmA) wr/mAkr wnvmJt firm 

(i) RTO facPfafa fat fajTOfat ffaMRI?)' ftfaT M^t 1 I sFTOt fa frlM fa fafa Tjfafaf gfa IRTR fat 

~m ? 

(II) faajtfafa ft 206 faaTRfa fa 3fafa fa fcTM Tjffal TO TOT JlWd f^TOT 1 1 fafa fatTcR TWT 
TORT SFTcTT $ eft W fafa ? TOTT TPTf'T MM cTFJ Ftfa ? 

(III) fat SITOT 'McRIH fa TPT ft ft fa vFH TO 3FM TOTTOT MM TOJ ^ferTM^t MM % 

MPTH ^t MM cTT^J gWtl 

(iv) cYMT MTOt STMT FMflfefcT TRRf) MTfPRR iJJlffT FRTI I TO"^, cY?f iJ'MMl cZjrS^fftia; iTcFdn 
11 \ra <TMft rtr ? 

(v) Mitt ct?T «P3Rf IcTM %P7^f RfRft it eft tNh'ft git aft TOM I 

(vi) cfiftM MTOTT git MM 3 (TO^-lfeT 300 irfcRR!) V5ef -TfffrfcR t MTO fiRTO MflM I 

grHtn m^Nm tto 

(i) e^r *- jfTOra to tttor tomct & i 

(ii) TOTTO Mi TO8J c^cT-TT vi^t T^t 11 clTOft, RTOcTcR M TOMITOTR Y) ®lcft @51 flMTO 

$ I TOctt ct?T TOfMI RMM »l ^ IRffeTT R TOFT H TOP fl^TI #T r TrR TPTIM'I <PI 
MTfclftTO TsTO iJTOMTO I 

(ii) 4TOT TOTO TOMTO TOM) it rifRT ^ -Mff: -iTO Ml TOM #tM 'TTO TOTl M 'TO! I 

TOf^HMtoT MM3 cRTOtt fcMfTOTO 

(I) <P<tTO Pit rTORf TOtt gY MTO f| H#1 nil 'r(T TTTO'tl I 

(il) <Y>1 g'ii TO flgrqqi TOR) A cTPJf TOTO1TI , 

(lii) 4TOM MCttfTOl UWi M-T 'iJiUTT'T TOTTOTI 'fftTO'it'tt TO MefitSg ^fO'dM TTMFi TOFl' 

TOlM ! TtfTOYr^T TOt TOtifTOI Y> tCTM TO TTTf’tcT FTOtt >7lfitM ! 

(|v) F'l f'tTTRKft 4P>) ?.7 pv :\ftr TOtf t TO | ffF TO t?7HTO‘ct + 'ictttTOf \niR MM TOT ;■* ^ I 
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(V) Cjft WTFT n'epjff ^vHf Wkft * 

iff cfi 7 TPJ 7 RTT1 


■’k 


3 Ftp 


fcr< h itr.jr 


6.2 Wfe ^fcn^ Tt fekfafed fayfcr WTW1 3TT? . 

(i) ct?T q«RI OTcfUTk it) & -mR«l jfUrTX# <HfclK T< VI'flU te IcFJ sFl^rfi fed! 

(II) ftP-f fe?k t> ftk vttsmSt 57 li t rft ^Tcftfftn Wtf t tfej TTkl 57 fe#k 

kt mmi 

6.3 Tftafrfkfr mi 'fejfe jtwptct te\ wftar cpt-t sfR ufe 3Ucrcw?> i<3n w nw verier wh & fom 
acker i i <ftaiW<*l <f>) -snk ntm kl wksn cmk w msenei srftw f^tifci 3 wwer orm & favj ^ m 
wt ww fen thtt nr I 

7. F et?T nfef te fcR il 9 J fekW/M-cfefe IfFR fe'Tffk W<1 ^ fedfafeef WkTfecT 

rrceng im : 


etn JWR 


HtH rf fetft itr spj C5T 
sfaqRflT 

'Tcftferf mm 


cfek <H<v|"£IH 

21- WR Hlr! 3ferrfei 

1 j- WWj krf 'feSTPfet 


feT?ft STcTOFT 


0 I 0 -feiffet Sfc-R 

Fltcl 'tofef 

0.03 kfefet weR 
ilk vifkFkt 


ftMl: m vzm ftetit tit vim (%f?V) vti m yftir-mvj &m item vfi te injm tti lim (ffiti) n r 
nrrq mr cfpj frit i nv vv? wmv iter idtur i, wj tem-WFj m viri vurnn f ■tit? 
fin srmfttn im ti inter fin. &v vm tv vtei fti vfi ti vm te fCn unn t te 37/ nw 

1 

tv trter if) vtfeff nictRn we ti vftei vn : ) vi<ti iter vn?f v iff) iftwrfi ti> simr t? f'l 
<ntytit / fvFt vrveft ti vv? ncwm siidf Jcp utf ti inter nnrr f tite 7 f nr tv vter nmj nteft ft nl 
vn term tv ?rter iter vwf it -iff tel nnvff 1 


/j 

j 


E“ 


* 


J' 


I 

J 

J 


ii 


8 . ?7T FPHFt n>t cpkcn^t t> cflTFT W7 '3TWFlH t fM A ten FFF ftrai^-f^ qj sfflyR ^17 

fkkcto %fcT IPK Fkt # ’ 

(i) ^7T .CPFTFP W1 Tjcfi ■■gtlROS \5tT]7T t *?■) i\ ^LfT '6 f*' cT7 t WIFH t V. 

kTTf ft fk5cT TTTTtWT t cftTPT fteVT TOP r 4T I “ifsT WTfacmmT gTTT fkfclt c,’F tf> 7f?lFP3 
tR ftem kwi titti ®jfi ^'PRkmTarf te c% inti 7 trt^h te ppj-imf q;r 

vTeckl fcfrcrr »4T I 

(II) ^7T smmi kfe ^TT'kt rfTcPT TfFT'Wk mcTFFI ^1 Fkr TfsffelcT JRR W‘. WIMT*^ 

§ i J3 fJRjid ti f^ralcid k ;> t tef kk k?k qftf&ik if & 17-kyVfrr3 i Rr^m kl 
kTcPr^ tjn mi <j4cki nremr $ ^4R few ^ -wfek ?m 3 wrier few 

1 1 

(Hi) ' ep?r vnv «p-fr 4 nntjitevz m wk wwit $ m? w«r in pw w^ipt fe tei it\ 
iww cw ow 5k Fifekrer £w i m\ ?i w ; ^\i 4t< mi -it ufew d> tun An 
feRiw -m m -Jiciw^ k) ikten wk it fMci te ^fetfe^r mm kt f*i* mi cpt 
kfe?.7H 1 1 

(iv) WW?fe , 'elk" «l<5Tft t ief? gfefeTRTT, rTRT .fekTTlfe fe?l^ it te feffed 
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« * toto Rfe tflfe) ^ ZTC fengtcT cTPJ to WRIT R R tol Rfef ip| '.Rife fcisl 
WR R ftofel RcfeH mf fet SrtfiT 3TfecF T^RTR cRRTT to I fe 1 999 fe RfelR 
^ ^ tofe fel to mf to tor 'to to fe w tofe ctreet fetoto to ton 
wt wen i torn toffeifto 4, wtofed to tM to tofe i 

to tor to torto to fe ■few to; wcrt 'Jicrto fe w to fern w am to. 
wcrt mewto R to Rto to fern tot to mrR toamto wnnfto to ffewr mferR 
A> to to 1999 A totor mfe to fe?iT A Y^arm to to i ?R feto R to 
1999 R to to to to fern 4 tor 4 t to fen Rt to *? 1 ^ <W fet tofiffl to 
fet to 43f5r fe fto mt few mm fto-fto to fe to torm to fe arfem 
fetor to ton wt wm feffe sto to 4 emto ^ f mrmtt i 

(v) 206 toamfet to to srto m fern tor R m menfer m fer torn m .30.9 tom 
^ to few fe feto 20.4 tor? to fetor m few witoi nw mwm, vjr ferWr 

'tom ml ton tofe w to mrR to Ynfto ftocrr w an, 1 2,67 tom <ft feifeYn 
mm w to 1 tolfe mtoEr m to tot fe to to few mm tret wwto fe 
mto fe ek w tot toft wfi mrR ftotor w R to rtof to Wet wer fetofti 
rr mentor to few rnfefe to fetfeto mto to m to few 4 ^fefe; .wen w 
Ri 

(vi) Rtafeftfet to torm to fe *rm A tofen mm mm <to fe tto fe-rm m tot # 1 rn 

mnt 4 cmj to few to toto mto fe amm R femr to tot # nr iRenfer 
totfto r’rr tofe ntofeci 1 1 

(vii) totofet rkt tonfer tor mto to w torm tot t, am: tot ffew to A mtotor 
tot cft mm fe fto m rfe nfe tofe^ wrri tot tom 1 

Iviii) totofe) gKT mtoto to few to totfen hvr ferfto to A1 nanfe, hr 

totom to few eEfe s gto to ^tto to amm n? nm-t mi w?r mto ft ntoto 
to 1 1 W5W, w mfer A mjto to ^jfe fer 8 w tor toantot arw mfe 
feto RFr to fe? wtotor jifefem tot A torn imfer <mto fe#fe fern to rT n 1 

(ix) ffe-ffe nfeftoftot 4 wcrtri' arw om mtot tort 4 R feto R to mm to to?r o^d - 

mto to to r rnmlto to rtrpr nfer to ar^w? £ to fetfe n^toto 1 1 ?to 
imm, -otomr tom (Jjtfe) to to mjrm, w«r ?tot fer mrnr tor tom wrrtt R hr mmt 
mt mjef mtor m m mnm 'toto afi^ .mjRrfer RTrt nmiRTi 

(x) "tozi" mmm to rtrfe rnmt RRRm to ggRi A artoto m{dF w to & to 4 
sfeto to mrtoato to RTto s3rprt 1 1 mtoaife gm to to m-'mmn w-ir’j 
mmt totoR to cjemr tot tot ^ 1 Ryt imiTcm to toRRm 4to -wto to cthrt 
tirtr fe fern # 1 rnmwi ethw mmt wwr jraiem to pni 4 tor iramn m) 
tofto 4 ttr to feTJjn to w Wirt todt 4 1 tot mrm, tor mmi to tot-m 
mt ftomr ai^cr-fe wfiwT R ijdRr nto to tofto A 1 to mi mr? to torm 
mw to if fe Rfem mrnt mR rrit Rrmr 4 ^rnife Ryt rrytyt rrwr R i set <fe ; " ^ m 
mt few cRfer mto rnr hyt to tot rw i 

(xi) -tr mmt R Ry srtot m R?fer fton .;4 Ricrr mi fewr/rnttfeT mm YmRYii tfto 

R 1 tor nwR m townfet anarrfei «ri ferw to n^to R RRfer §yt rptA R feifRo 
ttoto fe ar^rm arm mmt R 5 R f^fer to toten mto to arimnwr R i 3 rw 1 rto m 
mpj, 9 Rrtr mt R toamto RRnficr mt fe ar-jmR mfem imm wr i w«i ntoto qrm fe 
fto « wit mrrR 4 Yrtom mr trot wt £ to vm m fewr? fem m\ 7 4 i 1 
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0 , vftdldftRdf dt) WTd' J "l T n d/b dd?1 ; T FT-lTi 'R xlUVlV 0 , 
dRflT 1? : 


•Til Pi*-ifc ii 'y m ^ 11■ -4 ''tT(HlRtCl 


(i) rft TR-dd^riT Ti efel d'# % fol\ r dcidrri IflRrflf TdRt dd s-ddl [ 

di) fftsrtdt^ 6} tt js^rit d *raj town drd^l ft tudfld tdR^ltdd it? m m) tt 
Ulftol cpTri) : 


"tpfi. $71 iFrft : 


d€ta vjIciair 


PlcJ^Vl VrloHIM 


(i) 


f&dft 4t d4 <fc ?ft^7T^I 0.67 ddd irfd 
% for? «p 4 fijrmn w dfft 8 sricIt 

did 


0.033 ddtd# SToTC 

irfir Mffr o 

mw 5W5PT tp^ did 


(ii) Tcftf^d fldTC, dd ddRT 
drf&fl qrftfTd sfs 3 
JftftaT CF^ 


0.33 jrfcT '4ten^t 

IFkr 8 ;WOT 5ddd 
w\t did 


o oi srtfaaft stcR 
trfef dfisridft nfd a 
f}£ ST^TcJT Jddd fp)^ did 


fcl'J-nAl : 


(1) dfd SRRI fcp# 4t cTTR Wtf (f$d Jjftfl) <PT ^dtlRd didTT 4 dt TT-dld d> SFJdR <Kf 
cifld p^ftd) TR cTTTT dd RP] I 

(jj) ddd defdTd dd sf^RI vTdldT 4, W dd7-WTd dT «TTRT driKdl t fad dTdf^b 

■errs 4 fffoi fan, fan pth 4d uftr fdr t? 1 d i$ fen? oitat t ^ zn? Tdd pi dfti 

•ilfcffTT HTT 4 IdftT Tr 4 dRj eRT sRR'f d ,Wl tftajRcf) AfTOR <R TRJcl d4 dld^t I 
(lil) fad dTdfa 3 ATT deTTH dldffa HTd ^ IP&T TRcTT t 3lk dTR 4*1 TT^I ^cTT t dt W- 
drH Tlf^T ef?l STviRf ^ d^f d?) 

i o. tMtM <f>) .wft ddlf % dTd ^r dTrtiid tr4 <jt rdr?T fedT RrdT 11 

1 1. TT ?TT 3Tf^(![ arftR^ERT 7# dT^ dT 30 f^d *fR ^ dd>J ! 

Tjd. dwd, 3 tww 
[1^wdd/mTV/i43/20oo-^ramOT 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 8th December, 2000 

il 

No. TAMP/58/99-COPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 49 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 

1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby re-fixes the berth hire and fleeting charges for LASH 
barges at the Cochin Port Trust, as in the Order appended hereto. 
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SCHEDULE 

Gage No.TAMP/56/08-CQPT 

The Cochin Port Trust (COPT) ... Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 27th day of November 2000) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Cochin Port Trust (COPT) for 
revision of berth hire charges for LASH barges. 

2. The proposal is based on a representation received by the COPT from M/s. 
Aspinwall & Company Limited who represent M/s. Waterman Steamship Corporation the main 
party which brings LASH barges to the Cochin Port. They have requested the COPT to refix 
the berth hire and fleeting charges after taking into consideration the rates in the neighbouring 
port of Chennai and Tuticorln. 

3. The COPT has pointed out that no separate tariff was prescribed for the LASH 
barges before the revision of Scale of Rates in 1909; and, it was charging berth hire for LASH 
barges at the rates applicable to sailing vessels. In the revised Scale of Rates, which came 
into effect from 5 January 1099, the following separate berth hire charges have been 
prescribed; 


(I). Rs.3.60 per GRT per day or part thereof for coastal vessels, 

(ii), US $ 0.15 per GRT per day or part thereof for foreign vessels. 

4.1. The COPT has admitted that the revision has resulted In an Increase of about 
360% in the case of LASH barges from coastal vessels and 325% in the case of LASH barges 
from foreign vessels, which escaped its notice earlier. The COPT has, therefore, suggested a 
correction now. 

4.2. Considering the rates charged by other ports like Chennai and Tuticorln and 
with a view to scale down the (unintended) steep increase in the rate of LASH barges, the 
COPT initially proposed to revise the berth hire as given below; 


Barth Hlro pf LAftH 




Coastal vessels 

Breton vtmia 

(a) 

Occupying any berth 

Rs.800/- per barge per 

US $ 20 per barge 

in the Port 

day or part of a day. 

per day or part of a 
day. 

(b) 

Occupying stream 

Rs.250/- per barge per 

US $ 6 per barge 

mooring or any non¬ 
berth area. 

day or part of a day. 

per day or part of a 
day. 


5.1. The proposal of the COPT was circulated to the various port users / 

representative bodies of port users. Comments received from them are summarised below: 

Mfa. AapjnwaU & Company limited 

They are happy that the COPT had considered their representation and proposed a 
revision in the tariff for LASH barges and wftole-heartedy endorse the proposal. 
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Indian National Shipowners Association (INSA) 

(I). The principle adopted for levying tariff on the basis of GRT approved by the 
TAMP with effect from 5 January 1990 is correct and does not require any 
change so soon. 

(ii) . There is no reason or cause to revise the rate orr a lump sum basis. Rate per 

GRT has no direct link with the quantity of cargo loaded/ carried. However, 
calculations for arriving at GRT do take into account the lifting capacity of the 
vessel. 

(iii) . Giving a concessional rate for LASH barges will cause unfair competition. The 

earlier basis of treating LASH barges on par with sailing vessels 25 years ago 
can at best be considered as promotional. And, comparison with Chennai and 
Tuticorin are not relevant. 

Civ). No change needs to be made in the existing Scale of Rates. 

TUf snipping QpTZpratlOQ g£fn^ (?Q1) 

(I). It is too early to consider a revision of rates within seven months of the last 
one. 

(ii) . Berth hire rates for LASH barges were fast fixed In 1084 by the COPT; and, 

there has been no change In these rates for the last fifteen years upto 5 
January 1999. Whereas, for general cargo vessels, the berth hire charges 
were revised frequently. 

(iii) . Earlier berth hire charges for LASH bargee were based on the sailing vessels 

tariff on a fixed per diem rate, which gave an unfair tariff advantage to the 
operations of LASH barges over the general cargo vessel operators. Now the 
COPT has considered a tariff for LASH barges based on GRT, which brings it 
in line with other foreign going and coastal vessels. 

(iv) . The COPT has already given a concession to LASH mother vessels by not 

charging them port dues when they discharge barges at Cochin outer roads. 

The Cochin Steamer Agents’ Association (CSAA) 

They fully endorsed the views expressed by M/s. Aspinwall & Company Limited. 

5.2. In reply to the comments received from the INSA and the SCI, the COPT has 

stated following; 

(0- A LASH barge cannot be compared with a ship, as they are small geariess 
floating crafts (approximately 206 GRT), which are discharged from a ship. As 
such, LASH barges cannot be compared with ships; and, therefore, the 
contention of the INSA that “giving a concessional rate for LASH barges would 
cause unfair competition’’ cannot be accepted. 

(ii) . The views of the SCI that the earlier practice of charging the sailing vessels 

rate for LASH barges gave an unfair tariff advantage to the operators of LASH 
barges over the general cargo vessel operators is not correct for the same 
reasons given above. 

(iii) . It may be appreciated that competition, wherever possible has to be 

encouraged. If there is a reduction in the rate to encourage the trade, there 
can not be any objection. 


U 
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6.1. A joint hearing in this case was held at the COPT on 11 August 2000. During 

the joint hearing, die following submissions were made: 

ppepiri Rad T^gt 

(i) . A separate concessional berth hire for LASH barge is required. There is no 

such separate rate available now. At present we go by the rates prescribed for 
the sailing vessels. 

(ii) . If we go by the rates for ships, rates may be very high for barges. 

(iii) . The objection raised by the INSA has no logic. 

Indian National Shipowners Assoclation/Shipping Corporation of India 

(I) . Mother vessel gets lots of concessions. Why special facilities should be 

provided for barges also? 

(II) . The COPT has proposed a unit rate for a barge of 206 GRT. What will happen 

if a much larger barge comes? Will the same rate apply? 

(ili). If the barge is registered as a vessel, then, the same GRT rate as applicable 
for other vessels should be applied. 

(iv) . Cargo carried by LASH barges may be aid cargo. But, LASH barge is a 

commercial operation. Then why should concessions be given? 

(v) . If concessions are to be given for LASH barges, then give concessions to 

containers also. 

(Vi). The increase in rate for coastal barge (i.e. 300%) is too high which should be 
reduced. 

The Cochin Steamer Agent's Association 

(i) . We support the COPTs proposal. 

(ii) . Comparison with container is not correct. Operator can remove a destuffed 

container to a private warehouse, However, an unloaded LASH barge has to 
stay in the port waiting for the mother vessel and incur additional expenditure 
On account of Port charges. 

(iii) . LASH barges always bring in aid cargo, hence, they should be facilitated and 

not fleeced. 

(i) . Container cannot be compared to a barge at all. 

(ii) . LASH barge brings in aid cargo. 

(iii) . LASH barges pay fleeting charges. The COPT should provide fleeting facilities. 

The COPT should introduce a new rate for fleeting. 

(iv) . We are not insisting on a concessional berth hire. We are asking to give a 

reasonable fleeting charge. 

(v) . The COPT should compare the comparables. It can not propose for a ‘daily* 

rate, a CHPT rate for '3 days’ 
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6.2. The following position has emerged from the joint hearing; 


(i). LASH barge being a registered vessel, it will be appropriate to charge on GRT 
basis. 


00 * ‘ While retaining the GRT rate for berth hire, a cheaper rate may be prescribed 
for fleeting charges. 

6.3. The COPT agreed to review its earlier proposal and reoast it, if necessary. 

The COPT was allowed a month’s time to inform the final position after review of Its proposal. 


7. The COPT has sent a revised proposal prescribing berth hireffleeting charges 

tor LASH barges which is as follows: 


Berth Hire Charges tor 
LASH Barges 

Coastal Vessel 

Foreign Vessel 

Occupying any berth in the 
port 

Rs. 2.00 Per GRT 

US $ 0.10 Per GRT 

i . _ .. _. 

Fleeting Charges 

Rs. 1.00 per GRT 

| US $ 0.03 Per GRT 


UbUu Whenever a barge occupies any mooring berth the rata applicable to such 
mooring as per the Scale of Rate wifi apply. Whenever the Mother vessels 
carrying LASH Barges, discharged the barges at the outer anchorage and sails 
out from there without entering the inner harbour without attracting Port Dues, 
then the Port dues will be collected from the LASH Barges entering the inner 
harbour based on their GRT. In cases where the mother vessels enter the 
inner harbour and attract port dues, then the Port dues shall not be leviable on 
die LASH barges. 

6. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of 

this case, and based on a collective application of mind, the following position emerges: 

(i). The proposal is to be viewed as a corrective measure to undo the unintended 
revision of rate that has taken place during the last revision. The COPT has 
also accepted this. When the last revision of rates was considered by this 
Authority, none of the users had pointed out the effects of revision of rates for 
LASH barges. 

(li). LASH beige Is a registered vessel having designated GRT. All vessel related 
charges are based on GRT. There are no special circumstances projected for 
deviating from this principle. Accepting this principle, the COPT has recast its 
earlier proposal and proposed a GRT based rates. 

(ill). A LASH barge carries out loading / unloading operation at the berths and then 
fleets «(t a safe area till the mother vessel arrives to pick up. This warrants 
specification of separate rates for berth hire during the process of loading or 
unloading and fleeting charge when it waits for the mother vessel. 

(tv). Ideally, the berth hire for a LASH barge should be the rate prescribed for the 
specific berth occupied by it If this principle Is applied, the LASH barges may 
have to pay more than the existing rates separately prescribed for them. This 
principle cannot be prescribed immediately with total disregard of the rates 
levied before the 1900 revision. In the circumstances cited, the movement 
towards the ideal will have to be gradual. 

LASH barges were clubbed with sailing vessels and paying concessional rates. 
However, a beginning has been made in the right direction in the 1999 revision 
to differentiate LASH barges from sailing vessels and to levy berth hire on 
them based on GRT. But this differentiation has already resulted In a manifold 
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increase Hi the rates iww me pre 1999 rates. Ignoring this taU, fcl'w L**riii hue 

charges for LASH b*v-j «4 cannot be prescribed with reference to the existing 
rates for different berths which will only lead to aggravation of the burden. 

(v). Considering a LASH barge with QRT of 206, the proposed rate will fetch a 
berth hire of $ 20.4 as against the berth hire of $ 30.9 at the existing rate. The 
sailing vessels, with which the LASH barges were clubbed earlier, pay a 
consolidated charge of $ 12.67. 


Even if the proposed rate will not bring the berth hire charges for a LASH barge 
to the level of charges for a sailing vessel, it will definitely provide substantial 
relief to the LASH barges. The proposed berth hire rate is more or less 
comparable with similar rates in ports like Paradip and Tuticorin. 

(vi) . There is no separate rate in the existing Scale of Rates of COPT for levying 

fleeting charges. The proposed fleeting charges are found to be reasonable 
when compared with the differential in berth hire and fleeting charges 
maintained at other ports. 

(vii) . The number of LASH barges handled by the COPT being not substantial, the 

proposed reduction in the berth hire rates may not have any serious adverse 
effect on the port finance. 

(viii). The berth hire and fleeting charges proposed by the COPT are per diem rates. 
However, this Authority has already passed an Order to charge berth hire in a 
smaller unit of B hour basis. Accordingly, the unit of charging in this case shall 
be prescribed per GRT per 8 hour or part thereof by making suitable 
adjustment in the proposed per diem rates. 

(ix) . The proposed conditionality about levying port dues either on mother vessels 

or on LASH barges under different situations is in line with the general practice 
and is, therefore, approved. Likewise, the proposal to levy charges as per the 
existing mooring rates whenever a LASH barge occupies such mooring is 
found to be reasonable and approved. 

(x) . The objection of the INSA and SCI about giving unfair tariff advantage to the 

LASH operation over the general cargo operation is misplaced. The 
comparison of conventional general cargo carriers, as made out by the SCI, is 
not correct. The concept of LASH operation is for faster turnaround and cost 
effectiveness. LASH operation puts relatively lesser demand on port 
infrastructure when compared to a conventional general cargo vessel 
operation. Likewise, equating a LASH barge and container is an attempt to 
compare uncomparables. The fundamental difference that container is a box 
to carry cargo whereas LASH barge is a vessel needs to be ecognised. 
Further, the question of levying berth hire on containers does not arise at all. 

(xi) , The berth hire I fleeting charges on LASH barges collected at other ports are 

on a consolidated daily rate. In view of the principle prescribed in this case 
relating to levy of berth, hire on LASH barges based on GRT, the position at 
other ports needs to be reviewed. The existing rates at the other ports may be 
modified to a GRT based rates, when proposals for revision of vessel related 
charges for the respective ports will be considered. 


9. In the result, and for the reasons given above, this Authority approves the 

proposal of the COPT as given below: 


(i). Deletion of the existing berth hire charges for LASH barges from the Schedule 
of Rates of the COPT. 
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yy. tnserUOfi 01 me luitowirig rate ana coriainonalitiet. under the ocneauie or oertn 
hire in the Scale or Rates of the COPT: 


“ F. LASH Barges: 




Coastal Vessel 

Foreign Vessel 

(i). 

Berth hire charges for 
occupying any berth. 

Re 0.67 per GRT 
per 8 hour or part 
thereof 

US $ 0.033 per 
GRT per 8 hour or 
part thereof, 

(ii). 

Fleeting charges when 
barge® wait at safe 
fleeting area 

i _ 

Re. 0.33 per GRT 
per 8 hour or part 
thereof 

_:_ 1 

US $ 0.01 per GRT 
per 8 hour or part 
thereof. 


Wore : 

(i). Whenever a barge occupies any stream mooring the rate applicable to 
such mooring as per the Scale of Rates will apply. 


(ii) . Whenever Mother vessels canying LASH Barges, discharge the 

barges at the outer anchorage and sail out from there without entering 
the inner harbour without attracting Port Dues, then the Port dues will 
be collected from the LASH Barges entering the inner harbour based 
on their GRT. 

(iii) . In cases where the mother vessels enter the. inner harbour and attract 

port dues, then the Port dues will not be leviable on the LASH barges ." 

10. The COPT is directed to amend accordingly its Scale of Rates. 

11. The above rate shall come into force on expiry of 30 days from the date of 
Notification of this Order. 


S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
fADVT/IIl/IV/143/2000-Exty.] 
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